Rto 8, Frederick, Md. 21701 
5/12/73 


Dear Mac, 

As you know, we are aware of the dei^nds on your tine. So, we can understand that 
younayfeel^asyour letter of the 9th suggests, that you cannot ask noreofS 
^ice Itepartment with regard to what they told me is mail fraud. One of^y pu^ s 2 
-i- wmang you is your own concent for governmental integrity. 

So you^ or the appropriate assistant will not have to look the -background uo in 

S £ 6 f°1P r r ? T t l P ° ssible 03303 Postal inspector- selected 

roa *Jie u. jJ.es - took Jo him what relates to the agreed advance of Sin nm -w, i . 
of oinputation. Ultimately I was paid only $6,200^^ ISfi 

publisher s files authenticated figures to establish this total, it would be mail fraud. 
* h f re Just ro turned from a trio to b'ew York. Despite David Outerbridge's best 

S^. 1 " r ^ closed lett - *• iawJiffi d S.i?tL 

xawyer o identity and spoke to Inn. In his letter of May 10, this lawyer E Dnnvi^ 
Wton, says explicitly that rather than by moans of auttenticatS pSes' SeU 200 
figure 1» «il on estate. Th. rostbof -.that is relevant Is erpla £d £ ^ 

ZSSZS "Z r ■ 1 “ ““ Sf 

ported that. it has to do with the remainders, also explained in the enclosed. 

f ™ rSt t ? in4j - 1 d i d ^ ifew ?ork this trip was to go to the office of the District 

protection, the crookedness, whether or not fraud, would be so unhidden. * ‘ 

As I have told you, your forecast that I did not then believe has tu-vied «»+ +„ w 
accurate and there has been improper federal intrusion into my life ir^lndnnv +■ ^ 

First Amendment rights. I have copies of some of ^ su^SilL^a^dTwf ? h f!° 7 
j C ??I ate ^ detailed reporting to me of phone conversations I did have on the phone 

* 2 + T+ ” OUl i 3&em t0 aUtheaticate wllat source told me, that the information 
repeated to me came iron a federal tap. My source was known to me as a police informant 
d claimed to have federal connections. At the h^vinn-i™ . 

It »as rspor.sd to „ that the PBI M ^ 
fcteSeU. & foriAtod tho r^ort to Socvoh »ho, to his loath, did 

dema! I have recently learned in going over discovery material in our civil suS ^ef^ 

c™ £“iSs. 

EflSd’to ^ VOI °t- r 1 fil “ ttot 1 teve S°“ ov =-- ho doubt 

J' * f? was^ higher authority; that deception was practised to contrive a basis 
f°f ejecting that claim in the first instance and to reduce it to the unacceptable 
lauer; and much more, all bearing on federal integrity.) ^ 



dn ° bli ^^ ons to ourselves as to society leave me no choice. I must oppose and 
do what I can to end these authoritarian abuses. There is no end to them TwTh 
been repeated perjury and subornation of perjury in S Zlts fS ^ 

information under 5 U.S.C. 552. Again tSJZJ It suppressed public 

forma deninl P . . ■ a S s - !1 > after the charges, there was never even pro 

oraa ^enial. The proof is in court records and today the courts are ■ 5 nrHff f wn+ r 
believe that no decent citizen can accept this state of affairs or ab^^T 1 

So, I ash nothing of you. I merely inform you. 

But in addition to all other considerations, including imtn-oner 

xfsfg nr: ss** “> ^ >«* «* •««* *■ *'**»*£. 

xhe case witn the Post Qftice is much more gfevous than the nF th a 

£?■ «i»r *r. „ tet i aW , £ 

of the book tnat were my property to another. lie then lied to me about w tltL P 

tn JLS the* till f!JXt r r t0 assure . that 38 aax ^ copies as possible disan near. 
torecall the still-existing copies that had been sold. I made that demmd repe^teS^ 

y b 5 accident X learned that this publisher has become p^rt of Dnf+nn t o * 
president of Dutton last Thursday morning. I showed him the relevant letters and he 6 
told me straightforwardly he had not by "acci&it" sold my books and that the St+mL 

written me oy David OuterbiicL 0 '© 'jot^ •Pol < 5 ^ ah n-p -t-v*-? . tters 

4 a ~ T , vuweiuxaagB joto -cii.se. All of this was accomplished by mail if ^ 

-s no. fraud, I do not know the meaning of the word. 7 xt 

^ewise could he not explain the last (ateUed) royalty statement lith n «y 5 
royalty on a *10 book and with 1022 copies sold, the roySt^ 5 ^S on£ La IT 
xt as obvious to me that in an effort to avoid e. fraud iari°I Ss^reSefSSV 

s^srx syfii 1 - 000 * - — r - » ^ bock. ,srjs? 

re,rv^ e + th ° POS , 0ffiCe d0es nothia S with this record and then it has failed to 

StTit^uJt^I ~ the 1 « seems to bH fSStytc 

* aie x . iurtner, as you suggest. " 

Our best to you all. 


Sincerely, 


Harold V/eisberg 



